
California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-107

 

Comment Letter AS012 Continued 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-108

 

Comment Letter AS012 Continued 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-109

 

Comment Letter AS012 Continued 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-110

 

Response to Comments of Sandra C. Morey, Chief of Habitat Conservation Planning Branch, California Department 
of Fish and Game, August 2004 (Letter AS012) 

AS012-1 
Responses have been provided to the Department’s comments and 
additional information has been included in the Final Program 
EIR/EIS, where appropriate.  Recirculation is not required. 

AS012-2 
In the Final Program EIR/EIS, each environmental section of Chapter 
3 has been modified to include specific design methods and features 
that will be applied during the project level studies and 
implementation of the HST system to avoid, minimize, and mitigate 
potential impacts.  Specific design criteria regarding power supply 
and perimeter fencing are documented in Section 3.2 of Engineering 
Criteria, January 2004.  See excerpts from the Engineering Criteria 
Report (incorporated by reference) regarding power supply facilities 
below: 

“An electrical propulsion system is necessary to provide the 
performance characteristics (e.g. speed and acceleration) required to 
be competitive with other modes of travel in California.  The power 
supply would consist of a 2x25KV overhead catenary system for all 
electrified portions of the statewide system.  Supply stations would 
be required at approximately 30 mile intervals. Based on the 
estimated power needs of this system, these stations would need to 
be approximately 20,000 square feet (200’ X 100’).  Switching 
stations would be required at approximately 15 mile intervals.  These 
stations would need to be approximately 7,500 square feet (150’ X 
50’).  Paralleling (booster) stations would be required at 
approximately 7½ mile interval.  These stations would need to be 
approximately 5,000 square feet (100’ X 50’).  Each station includes 
a control house that would need approximately 800 square feet (40’ 
X 20’).  These facilities would not be sited as part of this Program 
EIR/EIS.  However, a generic analysis of these facilities would be 
included.  The facilities defined fall well within the potential impact 

areas defined for the environmental analysis methods for the 
program level study.  All facility sizing and spacing to be verified by 
simulation based on planned headways, speed and specific 
equipment specifications at the project specific level of analysis.” 

Please also see Section 2.6.2b “Electrification” of the Final Program 
EIR/EIS. 

AS012-3 
The Modal and HST Alternatives were each developed to 
independently accommodate the anticipated future intercity travel 
demand.  While the implementation of one system alternative does 
not necessarily preclude the implementation of the other, it is highly 
unlikely that both alternatives would be needed (over twice the 
projected need) or pursued during the same time period because of 
the high levels of environmental impact and capital cost to complete 
both of these alternatives.  It is likely, however, that highway and 
airport facilities/systems would continue to be improved much as 
projected in the No Project Alternative, even with the 
implementation of the HST Alternative.  Please also see response to 
Comment AS012-6. 

AS012-4 
Acknowledged. 

AS012-5 
Acknowledged.  Site specific analysis will be completed in 
subsequent project level environmental review. 

AS012-6 
In the Final Program EIR/EIS, each environmental section of Chapter 
3 has been modified to include mitigation strategies that would be 
applied in general for the HST system.  Each section of Chapter 3 
also outlines specific design methods and features that will be 
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applied during project level studies and the implementation of the 
HST system to avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential impacts.  
Specific potential impacts related to the topics suggested in the 
comment will be addressed in the subsequent project level analysis.   

AS012-7 
Please see standard response 3.15.9 regarding wildlife corridors and 
habitat fragmentation.  Information from the report entitled “Missing 
Linkages” has been referred to in the Final PEIR/S – please see 
response to Comment O034 – 19.  As noted, the Missing Linkages 
report provides information that is suitable for general planning 
purposes only.  The program level environmental review that has 
been conducted is exactly that – a general planning level 
environmental review.  The information generated to date will 
provide guidance for subsequent project-level, Tier 2 analyses and 
development of more detailed mitigation strategies.  Because the 
Authority intends to provide mitigation to maintain wildlife corridors, 
it would be premature to make a determination that any wildlife 
corridors will be lost.  However the PEIR/S does acknowledge that 
the HST project has the potential to result in habitat fragmentation 
and population isolation. 

AS012-8 
Please see standard response 3.15.9 regarding mitigation to wildlife 
corridor movements and habitat fragmentation.  Additional 
discussion regarding maintenance of wildlife corridors has been 
added to the mitigation strategies section.  The Co-lead agencies 
appreciate the guidance provided by the Department of Fish and 
Game and its recommendations regarding methods for determining 
appropriate locations for wildlife movement structures.  This work 
will be conducted during project-level, Tier 2 environmental review. 

AS012-9 
Please see standard response 3.15.9 and response to Comment 
AS012 – 08.  It is agreed that, when project-level Tier 2 
environmental review is done, the environmental document should 

identify wildlife movement corridors, habitat linkages, and amount 
and type of wildlife habitat fragmented.  Reductions of habitat value 
due to fragmentation would be evaluated, and mitigation would be 
incorporated to minimize fragmentation. 

AS012-10 
Please see standard response 3.15.9 and response to Comment 
AS012 – 08.  Estimated costs for mitigation of HST program impacts 
have been included in the HST capital cost estimates. 

AS012-11 
Please see standard response 3.15.10.  Should the HST proposal 
mover forward, future mitigation efforts should complement and be 
coordinated with habitat conservation or protection plans for areas 
potentially affected by the proposed HST system. 

AS012-12 
The Co-lead agencies agree with the comment that, in addition to 
the possible direct fill of wetlands, there is a potential for impacts 
associated with alteration of hydrologic function.  Although detailed 
evaluation of construction and maintenance impacts is not possible 
without further site-specific definition of the project alignment and 
construction methods, the Draft PEIR/S used an estimate of an 0.25-
mi [0.40-km] area that “was used to encompass natural undisturbed 
resources that could be subject to indirect impacts from noise, 
erosion, storm water runoff, or other effects of construction or 
operation of the alternatives.”  Additional analysis will be performed 
at a project level, and the following text has been added to the 
section on Subsequent Analysis in Section 3.15.7 of the Final PEIR/S:  
“Evaluation of both direct and indirect impacts on wetland, riparian 
areas and other waters.  Effects of project construction and 
operations on hydrologic connections will be evaluated.  Potential for 
sedimentation and pollution will be addressed.  Impacts on wildlife of 
habitat loss, degradation and fragmentation will be assessed”.   
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AS012-13 
See standard response 3.4.1 and response to Comment AS004-14. 

AS012-14 
CO2 emissions were included in the air quality analysis for the 
Program EIR/EIS at the statewide level (see Section 3.3.3, Table 3.3-
13).  The analysis showed less production of CO2 gases for the HST 
Alternative as compared to the Modal and No Project Alternatives.  
The Program EIR/EIS clearly states that the HST Alternative result in 
less energy consumption as compared to the Modal and No Project 
Alternatives (Section S.6, Table S.6-1, Page S-11 and Section 3.5.4, 
Table 3.5-4).  The lower levels of CO2 emissions and energy 
consumption are considered beneficial in the Program EIR/EIS.  
More specific potential direct, indirect, and cumulative energy supply 
infrastructure and consumption impacts will be considered in the 
subsequent project level analysis, as more specificity is provided for 
the design, operation, and power supply of the proposed HST 
system.   

AS012-15 
Overall, it can be expected that the HST Alternative would introduce 
additional EMF exposures or EMI at levels for which there are no 
established adverse impacts on humans or wildlife.  EMF emissions 
from HST vehicle passby’s are very low, and impacts are therefore 
not expected to be significant.  EMF/EMI characteristics will be 
analyzed in the subsequent project level environmental review, as 
summarized in the Draft Program EIR/EIS in Section 3.6.4 and 3.6.5.   

AS012-16  
The potential for indirect impacts on biological resources related to 
incremental population and employment growth, and associated 
changes in urbanization as a result of the Modal and HST 
Alternatives are addressed in Section 5.4.14 of the Final Program 
EIR/EIS. 

AS012-17 
The Co-lead agencies understand the importance of the Wildlife 
Areas, Ecological Reserves, Conservation Easements, and other 
conservation lands.  To the extent possible early in the process, HST 
alignments were located to avoid such sensitive areas.  At times, 
however, such areas are traversed by or are near candidate HST 
alignments.  It is not possible to determine whether the HST 
alignments would have substantial effects on attendance at these 
areas at the program level of analysis.  The Co-lead agencies 
understand the requirements of Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation of 1966, as amended, which is discussed in Section 
3.16 of the PEIR/S.  Please note that the Authority has dropped from 
further consideration the HST alignments passing through and under 
Henry Coe State Park and the Orestimaba State Wilderness.  As the 
additional analyses of the Northern Mountain Corridor (Bay Area to 
Central Valley) and the more detailed project-level, Tier 2 studies 
and alignment refinements are undertaken, the Co-lead agencies will 
continue to review ways to avoid critical environmental areas and 
develop plans to minimize harm should these areas have alignments 
passing near or through them.  The Co-lead agencies note that 
alignments can and will be shifted within or near the analysis 
envelope discussed in the PEIR/S to further minimize or avoid 
impacts (please see standard response 3.15.7), and mitigation 
measures to minimize harm will be employed.  Please also see 
response to Comment AS012-11. 

AS012-18 
The United States Department of Agriculture Farm Service Agency 
administers the Conservation Reserve Program, and the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service administers the Wildlife Habitat 
Incentives Program and Wetlands Reserve Program.  All three 
programs provide technical and financial assistance to landowners to 
preserve wildlife habitat, including wetlands.  The project would not 
be expected to have any direct impacts to the programs themselves, 
and it is not possible during this program environmental process to 
identify specific properties that are currently in a conservation 
program or to evaluate the potential effects of the proposed HST 
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system on those properties.  Project-level, Tier 2 analyses would 
include a more detailed evaluation of impacts on farmland, including 
identification of properties that are under Williamson Act contracts, 
conservation easements, or are included in one of the above 
programs. 

AS012-19  
Effects on wildlife movement corridors were considered in the Draft 
PEIR/S, and additional analysis will be conducted at a project level.  
As noted on page 3.15.31 of the Draft PEIR/S, the Program 
document has identified major wildlife movement/migration corridors 
within the study area, but further study needs to be done on 
movement/migration corridors:  “Field studies could identify 
additional locally significant corridors and provide data to assist in 
the design of bridges and wildlife crossings at crucial travel route 
points.”  Measures to mitigate effects of the HST Project on animal 
movements and corridors have been added to the Final PEIR/S and 
are provided in Section 3.15.6.  A discussion of the systemwide 
potential impacts to identified wildlife movement corridors for the 
Modal and HST Alternatives (including illustrative figures) has been 
added to the Final PEIR/EIS and is included in Section 3.15.  

AS012-20  
See Standard Response 6.3.1. 

AS012-21 
Please see standard response 3.15.3 and standard response 3.15.4.  
The Draft PEIR/S acknowledges that special-status species could be 
affected by the HST project.  Information on special status species 
and sensitive habitats is available in the Technical Evaluations for 
Biological Resources, which were conducted for each region.  These 
studies are available for review on the California High Speed Rail 
Authority website  

(http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/eir/regional_studies/default.asp)   

For example, the Bay Area to Merced Biological Resources Evaluation 
contains a table listing all of the special status species present along 
the project alignments and the acreage of habitat present along 
each alternative.  Please refer to standard response 3.15.2 regarding 
the level of detail included in the PEIR/S.  Please refer to standard 
response 3.15.10 regarding evaluation of effects on HCPs. 

AS012-22 
Please see standard response 3.15.11. 

AS012-23 
Please refer to standard response 3.15.10 regarding evaluation of 
effects on HCPs and response to Comment AS012-11.  Detailed 
studies of impacts on watersheds, estuaries and lagoons will be 
conducted as a part of the project-level, Tier 2 environmental 
documentation. 

AS012-24 
Please refer to standard response 3.15.10 regarding evaluation of 
effects on HCPs and response to Comment AS012-11.  Detailed 
studies of impacts on watersheds, estuaries and lagoons will be 
conducted as a part of the project-level, Tier 2 environmental 
documentation.  Please refer to Response to Comment AS012-12 
regarding additional studies to be conducted on water bodies.  The 
PEIR/S also specifically requires additional study in the form of 
“hydraulic analysis of lagoon crossings to identify potentially feasible 
improvements that may help improve tidal hydraulics and remove 
barriers to floodwaters” (see Draft PEIR/S page 3.15-31). 

AS012-25 
The Co-lead agencies generally agree with the recommendations in 
this comment, and Section 3.15.5 of the Final PEIR/S has been 
revised.  The term “strategies” has been retained, but the strategies 
have been separated from possible mitigation measures for 
consideration in the more-detailed, project-specific, Tier 2 
evaluations. 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  3-114

 

AS012-26  
Acknowledged. 
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Response to Comments of Terry Roberts, Director, State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, 
September 7, 2004 (Letter AS013) 

AS013 
Acknowledged. 
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Response to Comments of Dale K. Hoffman-Floerke, Chief of Environmental Compliance and Evaluation Branch, 
California Department of Water Resources, No Date Received (Letter AS014) 

AS014-1 
Acknowledged. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


	AS013 Terry Roberts State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
	AS014 Dale Hoffman-Floerke California Department of Water Resources
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